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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent jn the United . 
States. 

2. Claims 11,12,16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Heap. 

Heap shows a hand grip attached to an oar shaft having other than a circular 
profile. Such a shape would inherently provide an interlocking as claimed. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Heap in view of Bruce. 

Heap teaches bent portions, but fails to disclose the degree of the bends. 
Bruce teaches a bent shaft. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide bent shaft portions to Heap as taught by Bruce. 

Such a combination would have been desirable at the time the invention was 
made so as to provide a more ergonomic shape. 
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5. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Heap in 
view of Gunnell. 

Heap fails to disclose a molded composite material. 
Gunnell teaches composite construction. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to construct the oar of Heap from composite as taught by Gunnell. 

Such a combination would have been desirable at the time the invention was 
made so as to provide a light yet strong shaft. 

Re "molded", such is method of making, carrying no weight in these apparatus 

claims. 

6. Claims 1-6,10 and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abbenhouse et al. in view of Heap. 

Abbenhouse et al. discloses an inner "skeleton" 38,43 covered top and bottom by 
a skin, and attached to shaft as claimed. Abbenhouse et al. fails to show a grip as is old 
and well known in the art. 

Heap is discussed above. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide Abbenhouse et al. a grip as taught by Heap. 

Such a combination would have been desirable at the time of the invention so as 
to provide a sure grip for the user. 

Re "injection molded", such is method of making, carrying no weight in the 

claims. 
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The exact plastic used in the construction is considered to have been an obvious 
design consideration. 

Re "wing shaped", such fails to define any specific structure and/or arrangement 
so as to define over Abbenhouse et al. 

7. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Heap in view of Abbenhouse et al. in view of Heap as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Bruce. 

Bruce is applied as above. 

8. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abbenhouse et al. in view of Heap as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Gunnell. 

Gunnell is applied as above. 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 8/25/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Heap fails to disclose the claimed "interlock" arrangement 
as set forth in claim 1 1 . Applicant's remaining arguments re the dependent claims 
generally stand or fall with claim 1 1 . 

As the examiner previously pointed out in the first office action, since the shaft 
can be of other than a circular cross-section, such an interlocking shape/arrangement is 
therefore inherent. 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Murdock and Wisbrod show skeletons. 
1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ed Swinehart whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6688. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 6:30 am to 
2:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Samuel Morano can be reached on 571-272-6684. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). /O^/^^^' 

Ed Swinehart 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3617 



